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Claim Rejection- 35 USC §112 

Claims 2, 3 AND 9, 11 were rejected under 35 USC §112. 

Claims 2 and 1 1 recite variables sizes in the test reaction and collection vessel. 
A primary element of the device design is to have accurate control of the plunger 
position relative to the outer chamber without scraping the chamber wall by the 
plunger (page 14, para 0133). Since the idea is to collect the particles after they 
have been traped along the inner surface, any subsequent movement/turbulence 
will cause the particles to dislodge. This is especially important when rare cells 
are collected. Consequently, varying the annular space by either changing the 
container size or changing the plunger size/movement will displace the particles 
from the inner surface and allow collection (page 14; para 0134). 

Accordingly, claims 2 and 1 1 have been canceled and new claims 26 and 27 are 
added to reflect this difference. 

Claims 3 and 9 are supported in the specs with a plunger having the same 
configuration, but with an outside dimensions less than the inside dimensions of 
the interior surface only (Figure 3). Accordingly, claims 3 and 9 have been 
amended to reflect this support. 
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